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Through ^;h^s..year8 that Title .1 edubatlonal programs in Georgia have 
been in operation !thef6 has been a major shift in egnphasis. Title I has 
moved (away from funding a wide variety of activities, such as classroom ' 
'construction, ^purchase of equipment for radio and television instruction and 
/arts and crafts, to funding a very sma^l nuijpber of activities, co^«nti;ating 
on ttie bas* skills areas, In 1965, '49 different activities were eligible 
to receive- Title I funding; but in 1$74 *f ewer l;han five instructional 
activities were eligible alpng Jwith fewer than four service areas to support 
• 'these activities. Local systems followed, th^ lead^stablished at J:he * ^ 
I federal ^nd' state levels, and are concentrating funds and efforts on a few,. 

/ > #• ' ■ " i ' 

/ carefully defined areas of student need. 



Thi? tretid toward reducing the kinds lof activiti^ and services 
-receiving Title 1 support has continued. In 1974-75 most Title J projects 
fell into five actiyity/se^^i^^!ce*^areas,*down from 13 in 1973-74 and a great . 
reduc^:^^^rom the 49 originally suggested in 1965.' These five areas were • 
prescKool, tiding,' and mathematics activities and food and transportation 

• ~ \ ■ •• . > ' ■ , ^ 

Services. Osly a few other activities, were funded in 1974-75. 

Another trend that Continued was the reduction of funding of activities 
atld services for secondary students. This was due largely to the ])elief 
that a program of prevention and r-emediation for young children will 
probaBly^e of greater 'value in the long-run than a reineSiation program for 
older -youth, * » ' - ; 

In FY 1975 for the- first time the state has tequeaT^ed that local 

* *\ r 

systems submit objective achievement information it^Tfhey collect, it. 
Before, achievement information received by the state was largely subjective 
in. nature, with systems reporting their perception of?the. degree of success' 
' <Jf their projects. In 197^5,' systems submitted inforfifition regarding the 



and 
tives. 



kinds of evaluation instrximents and techniques usecf, the* gain expected 
achieved, aca the number students, meeting or exceeding the'objectiv 
Most systems empldyed standardized Achievement tests to evaluate student 
acl^evement, particularly in the areas of reading and ma*^hematlcs. Many 
systems felt that the instruments used for preschool evaluation did not 
adequately meet their needs. ^ • ^ ' 

As in the past» evaluation efforts by local system's vary greatly 

^according to staff expertise and administrative personnel available. The 
Georgia Department of Education continues to conduct workshops for Title I 
Local Education j^gencles to promote the u9e of more formal, more formative 
evaluation methods for measuring pupil achievements However, due to 11ml- 

'tatlons in staff, the State Education I^artment |cannot provide the amount 

of technical assistance that could contribute greatly to Increasing lo,cal 

f , 

system expertise in this atea. , i * ' 

- . • • . • . 1 ' *■ • • 

This evaluation report Is essentially an identification of trends 
and an examination of the cost of those trends. The question addressed 
by this report is "Did Title I-^inanced activities in Georgia have any 
positive effect- on the learning outcomes of participating children?" 
A review of this report will indicate that the answer to ^tj^t^ quest ion is 
an emphatic ^yes." \ 



FY. 1975 BASIC STATISTICS » . ^'- 
SCHOOL SYSTEM PARTICIPATION ' ^ ' ' 

Systems in Georgif, . ' ^ 188 \ 

Participating systans ,~. A... l88 

' - - - * A ■ 

- . Rural 151 

Urbaa- . . ... , , . . . . ,' . . . . ., , . . ',/ - 21 

Suburban. . 1 16 . 

*■ . TOTAL ' 188 ■ 

NUMBER OF SYSTEMS BY SOUI^CE OF INCOME \ ^ 

Industry. 90 

•Agriculture,. I *. . . , 78 

Services. , . • t » t t • ? » • t . . \ •IZO 

, ' . TOTAL . . v^. . . I88 



PROJErfrs approved/ 

Regular session 217 

Summer j^essibn, ^ . • • . • . 39 • 

' . . . , TOTAL .... j . iff 

SCHOOL ACE RESIDENT CHILDREN; 

^ Residing in, appllcadts' distri<jts . . . .\ '. \ . .1,145^640^^ 

" Residing lii other districts . * . , . 6^659 1 

Dropouts. . . 26.387 h 

- , • ' TOTAL . . . 1,178,.686 \ 

SCHOOL AGE RESIDENT CHILD^pN BY llACE ' t 

Black ^ 390r905 \ 

White . . . ^ ; 785,^04 ] 

Other A-^^ • 2>477 ^ 

^ • . V TOTAL . . 1 1.178,686 

STUDENT PARTICIPATION 

Public jBchool partic:ta)ants. % 130, 6(W ' 

^» Non-public schpol participants, , , .' . . , 916. 

COTAL . . . 131.524 

PENDITURE OF FUNDS 

Allocated for use in FY 75 and etpend^d ..... $28,175,389 
Part A carryover from FY 74 . 14,481,193 

Pi^rt C carryover from ^^4 * 1,607,391 

Prfrt A carryover from FY 73 , . . . . 1,178,676 

Part C carryover from TY, 73 . ^» - . . ' . 273,745 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES. . $45,816,394 

ITY^ SCHEDULING PATTERNS 

ystems with Regular Session Activities Obly > . 149 

ystems with Suimner Session Activities Only 0 
^tems with bojth Regular and Summer Session Activities . ^39 
• V i TOTAL .* . . . . isl 
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PHPIL PARTICIPATION 

^ ~ ' . . / t ' ^ ^ ' ' , 

1974-1975 Title I programs fell into speiclflcally defined categories., 

» ' ~ *• * 

Instguctjonal activities . Included preschool, ^^adlng and mathdnatics, wit^> an • 
occasional system dfferlng^dn activity other than these. Supportive servicea 
Incluided food and transLport^tion. uAgaih, an occasional system offered a^service 
other than these« Through the years t^t Title I prograsnhave beeji conducted 
,in Georg^, the range ol offerings has consistently, narrowed/' It is felt that 

■ ■ • ' . ^ . ' ' ' 

by concentrating resources and effort on the basfj^ slklll areas, particularly / 
in the early grades, more gain per Title I dollar' v^ll be recognized. Thf 
fo],lowlng" chart Illustrates 'the decrea&^e in niimber of activities and services 
oS^ere^ for. the past three years. , ' c 
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TABLE 1 . 

aipil, Participation (Public) 
>hy Activtty/Seirvicef 



Reading dcctyintaa for the highest perceotiige of public* 
8<*ool ptrti^pfj^anta with 5^*3, percent. / 



J 



Overall , Ua^^ioHl^ activities aocoCinted for 4/5 <ft- the • " 
t9tal publio?l^^|^^^par^i^l^on^^ mippo^iv JLrvi<^9m iH| 
accounting, fo/ slig!t€ly Ije^s than 2t) percent . ' Of llX / : 
supportive services r participation nas higher in the 
than in the regular sessibn, with tr^sportjStion showing 
t^he^higliest individxial participation. 
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Number of 
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Percent of , 
Total Regular 
Session 
Participants 


i^eent of Total 
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Participants 
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Participants' 


Pre8chcx>l ^ 


9,517 ^ ' 


6.359 
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4.725* ' . 

S % 


.2,698-*^ ' 


'5.212 


1.339 


12,215 


6l064 


Reading 


86,762 , 


/".976.^ 


43.075 X 
* * • n 
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16,539 
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, 8*211 
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TABLE ^ 

Participation (Private) 
by Activity/Service 



POINTS OF pyTERBST ^ 
Private wbooi, participation* reveals tSiat regular session' 
reading accounts for t^e greatest pittticipa'tioh, 'with 
almost 60 percent of tital pa^iclpatlon. ' 



Instructional activities accounted for an even higher 
percentage of participation for private school students 
than fo» public schodl stwients. Overall., supportive^ 
services account for only ^1 percent of participation. 
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23 
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'763 
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66.175 • ' 


- '263 
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food 

t • ' ' 


" . 0 ' 
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42 y 
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Transportation 
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- 0' 
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55 
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Other 
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T * 

30' 
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Total (Services) 
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32.564 
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127 ^ 


ll.OlSr 


TOTAL ALL . 

ACTIVITIES AND 
SERVIgfS 


763 


< 

10^, 


66.175 


390 


100 


33*825 • 


- 1,153 , 


^100 ^ * 



. 1 



t1 



TABLE 3 

Pupil Participation (P^Jblie and Private) 
by Activity/Service 



POINTS QF INTEREST^ ^ - ^ i . 

Instructional activities Accounted fot 88 pfercent of ' regular^ session fJ^ticipeu^s 
I^istructional activities accounted for 81 percent of total participants (regular 

cuvi sumner) . / / 

Supportive service's accounted for Ig f^ercent o5 regSlar session 't)articipat ion.. 
Supportive services accounted for 40 percent' of ^^summer .session participation. ' 



ACTIVITY 


REGULAR 






SUMMER 




TOTAL 


■ V 


Number of 
Regular Session 
. Parti(^iipants 


Percent of 
Total Regular 
Session 
.Participants 


Percent of Total 
Reguleu: Plus 
•Summer Session , 
Participants 


Nximber iy€ ij^ua^et , 
Seseion ^rt£cipants 


^ Percent ^of 4r 
Total Summer 
Sess^H >^ 
Peurticipants 


Percent of* 
Total ftegulau: 
Session 
Parj:icipants 


TOTAL, Participants 
Regular amd Sitoner 


' Percent of - 
Total* Re^ljir 
Plu^ gunmer " . 
Paurtic-ipadbs 


Preschool \ 


"^517 


* dfc6.967 * 


4.698 


iL'698 - 


5.172 


' 1.331 


)' 12,2i5 


6.0? 


Reading 


87;30l2 


^57.999 


^ 43.095 


.'i|/6S7 


31.991 .n ' 


V «'.237 


' 103,989 


; 51.332\ 


Mathematics - ^ 


35,001 


23.269 


17.277 


n,?35. 


\ 2.2.114 ^ 


' 5.694 


46»'536 


^2.gf72 


Other 


506 


.i36 


* .249 




^5^.. 573 • 


.147 • 


80f 


.397 s 


Total (Activities) 


132,326 


87.971 


. 65.319 


. / 31-,fl9 


59.S50 


^' 15.409 


163,545/ 


80.732 



r 



SERVICE 



Food _ 


> 3,656 


2.43 1- ^ 1.804 ' 


5,334 


10.226 


. 2.633 • 


8,990 


M'.437 X 


Transportation 


y 14,353 


9.542 


7.085 


13,731 ' ' ■ 


26.324 


6.778 . 


• 28,084 ^ 


13.13^3. i , 


Other: ^ 


81 ' .053 . 


.03 a 


1,876. 


3.596 


.956 t 


1,957 




Total KServicSr 


18,090 1 


12.025 


V 8.928 


20,941 


40.146 


' 10.337 


•39,031 ' 


. 19.266 ^ ; 


TOTAL ALL 

ACTIVITIES AND 
1^ SERVICES 


15^0,416 


lOD 


1 

74.251 


52,160 

^ 1 — ^ 


100 


25.748 ' 


m ^ ' 

202,576 , 


100 



tlOTE: In some cases, totals shown as 100 percent do not add up to 100 percenj: if the separate percentages that make up the total are^added. ^This is 
because the foui;th decimal place in the sub-^total figures is rounded off. ' , r 



NOTE 



: These are\du£licated .figures. tW is, a student was counted onde for each activity or service in which he/she participated 
total here "is greater^ than the ur^dupl leated total shown on page , since it represents duplicated numbers of .students. 



. Therefor^, the 
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The «;€ollcrwlng graphs -repres^t patterns of participation. 



PartlcJ-pation by ^ 
Session, All Act j.- ^ 
v,ftles» Serviciiijj 




Graph 2 

Regular Session 
Participation by ^ * 
Activjfcy ' \ ^ * 



Graph" 3 ^ ^ 
Sunpera Session K 
Part iclpat idny^y 
Activity ^ ^ 



Graph 4 • ) - 

Combined "Sessjtpns 
Participation by 
Activity - 



6raph 5' . . . ^ 
Regular Session 
I^articipation by 
Service. • • * 



'• > 
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(1) Regular session 

(2) Supper s^ssida 



PERCENT 

86>7 
-19.3 . 



(1) Reading , ^ ^ , ^ . ' ^ 

(2) Mattjematics 26.4 ' 

(3) Preschool • ' * "j72 
0^) Other instructional activities ' .4 ' 



f 



* (1) .Reading ' , ' 

(2) Math^aatics ' ^. ' ^ 

(3) Preschool , ' ' 

■ (4) Otftef instJuctional activities. 



53.5 
363 - 

8.g 

1. 



'I 



J (1> Reading ^ 
^^.(2), Mathematics , • " ' , 

(3) 'j^reschool ^ 

(4) Other Instructional^ctivitles 



63.5 
28.5 
• 7.5 
.5 



(1) JFood . • . x< 20.2 

(2) Jran8pprtation/\ " ■• ■, 79.3 

(3) * Other -suptiortive services Ts 

'f ' --II II. 



2.0 



TABLE 5 

Pupil Participation by Grade 
l^&ml for PubliA and Private 
SeiKXDls for SiunmJ^r Session 
(Unduplicated) 



POINTS OP INTEREST 



Pre-*ind^garten ind kindergarten partici- 
pation is almost- <> percent higher in the 
^^pmer session th^tn ir^ the regular session. 

83. percent of tc^tal participatkon ocburs 



grades 1-7. 
ov^ smnmer ^ 



in 



This 
FY ld74. 



is an inpreas6 of 8.5 percent 



i — 3 \ 

Grcpe Level 


Jim 


)er of Participa 


w 

nts . 4_ 


P 

Partic 


1 Tl.. 

Z =~7 : ' — — 


Public 


Private • 


Total 


ere 
ipa 


exL of Total 

[Ks b7 'Grade Level 


Pre-Kiiid'ergarten , 
Kindergarten 


2,942 


0 






' 14.4. 


1 


3,041 


10 


' 3,051 


A 


-15.0 


2 


2,786. 




2,80a- 




13.7 


^ 3 


) 3,126 J 


. " 31 


^ 3,157 




15.5- ' _ 


4 " 


• 2,515 * 


29 


P 2,544 




12.5 


5 


2,271 


9 


2,280 




11.2 , 


6 


1,810 


43 


1,853 




' 7 


1,247 


7 


1,254 


e.i 


8 


A 274 


10 


' . 284 


1.4 


9 ^ 


. 40 ' 


0 


40 




10 











.2 ^ "l" ■ 


IB ^ 


2 


=^ 






/ 0.0. , 


12i 


140 




140 




/ 1 ' ' 


TOTAL 


20,229 


M56 


20,385 




100 


Neglected, and Delinquenk^ 195 






1 1— 





/ 



TABLE 6 

Title I Schcxils anid Pcurticipants 
in Georgia 



POINTS OF INTEREST 

More than half the public schools in Geor^^ia ar« 
Title I "schools* Ten percent of students in 
Geo^gisfcvschools cu:e Title I participants/ Only 
one percbnt of private school students participate 
in Titl^ I activities. 



Type 0^ 
School y 


Total Percent 
of Schools 


, Schools with . 
Participants 


Title I as a 
Percent of 
Total Schools ^ 


Total 
Enrolled 


Title r • 
Particf^nts 


Title I as a 
Percent of 
Total Enrolled 


Public 


1,779 ' 


984 


■ 55 


1,087,142 


130,608. 


12 


Private 


\ 243 


16 


7 


56,637^ 


'916 3 




t6tal 


^ 2,022 


i,obo 


• 49 


1,143,779 


131^524 , < 


11.5 , 



CM 
CM 



NOTE ; In order tbr privkte school students' to participate' in Title I, the. child must reside 

within the Tvtle I target attoidance area.' In order for Title I services to be provided' - 

on the pranise? of a puivate school, that school must in compliance with the Civil Jtights Act. 



< 
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TABLE 7 ' _ V . - POINTS OF INTEREST , 

Estiaated Numbet of Students \ The ratio, of *lack £o white students 

Who Particlpafei In TitU I , ^ . par|g'cipat4|ig'in 'Title I activities 

e, by Race . , is Wu^hly 5: 3-* for combined sessions. 

This is essentially the same ratio 
as for FY%974». * White participation ' 
drops frota 39.9 percent in^ regular 
sessiqn to 21)5 percept in -summer 
session, ^ Black .participation • 
increases from 59.9 percent in 
regular session to 78.3 percent in 
Summer sesaion. 



^ — ■ 


. Regular 
Session^ 


Percait 
of Total" 


SummeV ' 
Session 


Percent 
' 'of "Total 


Combined 
Ses.slons 


Percent 
of Total 


White 


44.390 


39.9 


' 4.379 


. 2U5- 


. , 48,769 


37 "* 


Black 


66,584 


59,9 


15,971 


78.3 . 


ft 

82,555 


62.8 * 


Other 


^ .165 


. .2 . 


35 ' 


, .2 


J 

200 


T- 

.2 


, TOTAL . 


« 

1H,13^ 


'loo 


20,385 


' 100 ' ' 


131,524 


100~ 




TABLE 8 

Numee^ and Percent of Title I; * 
Participants and Schools 4^ordlng 
to School^ Sys&em Size *' 



POINTS OF INTEREST 

lit general; as ^sohool systen size increases, 
. part icl pat lop ln»Tltle I decreases. 

&^hool syftems with the ^l^est ADA ^999 
or und^) show the highest percentage of 
Title I participants (31.98). 



Snall^er systems served a higher percentage 
of their total enrollments than did larger _ 
systems. 



Slightly more than one half 6f all achools 
in Georgia were Title 1 schools. 



> 

/ 


1 


• 




School syst^ with the second highest 
' ADA (31,000 - 43,999) show the lowest 

percentage of Tltle*I participants (4.47 percent); 
, while the syst^s with the highest ADA (44,000 - 
84,000) show the second Ipwest percentage 
^« (5.66 .percent).^ . ♦ ' 


• • 


4# 

' \ 


- 


« 


-* - 


* • 






■■ / 


















ADA , / 
RANGE / 


NUMBER 
SYSTEMS 


TOTAL ^ 

'--ADA 


AVERAGE ADA* 
PFR <1Y<1TKM 


TOTAL TITLE I 
J PARTICIPANTS 


TITLE I AS 
PERCENT OF 
TQfAL Am > 


AVERAGE NUMBER 
OF TITLE I 
PARTICIPANTS/SYSTEM 


(nmBER 

SCHOOLS 


AVERAGE NUMBER 
SCHOCLS/SYSTEM 


TOTAL 
■ TITLE' I 
SCHOOLS 


T 

TITLE I AS 
PERCENT OF 
TOTAL SCHOOLS 


AVERAGE NUHBEB^ 
OF TITT.E I 

SCHOOLS /sffrof 


44, 000-' 
8A , 99ft 


3 


201,761 


67.254 


i 

12,822 


6.4 


3,809 


313 


104 ' ^ 


102 


32.588 


34 


31.0/0- 
43/999 


2 


*4 ,779 


32,390 


3,247 


5.0 


1.447 


138^ 


69 




34.058 


24 


21,000- 

•in QQQ 


c 
J 


* 


27,216 * 

L ^ 


1?,666 


11.5 


2,792 


238 


48, 


104 


43.697* 


• 

21 


11,000- 
20,999 




33,893 


16 947 


3 ,739 


11.0 


1,667 


61 


31 




[ 42.623 


13 


10,000- . 
10,999 


1 
1 




10j531 


1,078 


10.2^ 


9^2 


20' 


Z6 


8 


40 


8 


9.000- 
9.999 


5 


47,482 


9)l496 


^J25 


4.9 
/ 


414 ' 


87 


17 


45 


51.724 


*9 


8, poo- 

0 , yyy 


3 


25,275 


8^425 


1,687 « 


6.7 


. ' 501 


43 


14 


. 18 1 


41.86 




7,000- 
7,999 


4 


29,219 


• 


3,778 


12.9 


B42 


60 


15 


40 


66.667 




6,odb- 


» 9 


57,792 


6,421 


7,^54 

• 


13.8 


^ 


94 


. . * 10 


64 


68.085 




5,ooor 
> 5,999 


4 


21.395. 


5,349 * 


? * 3.42S . * 


I6t0 


763 \ 


) 38 


10 


76 * 


^ 68.421 


7 


4,6odfek 

A QQQ 

H , yyy 


14 


62 .510 


4.465 


11,743 


* 18.8 


^ 

' 748 ' 


123 


' 9 . 

r 


^ 

. 95 * 


•✓77:236 


7 






99,010 " 


3,536 


^ 18.006 


. :^.2 


♦ 

■573 


^ 182 . 


7 


' 424 ' 


68.132 


4 ' , 


z . uuu— 
2,999 


36 * 


88,329 


2,454 ^ 


19,931 


22.0 


*^ 

493 




5 > 


129 


74.566t' /• 


^ u " 

* y 
4 


1.000-, 

.1,999 

-T 


53 


83,7^3 


1,580 


20.641 


24.6 


347 


174 . 


^ 3 


128 ^ 


73.563 


• • 


999- 
0 . 


19 ♦ 


12,728 


670 


4,566 


35.'9 


214 

— > ^ 


35 


2 


28 


85 


1 


TOTAT * 

0 — ' 


188L 


974.548 


5,184 4 


130,608 " . 


13.4 


619 


1,779 


9 - 


984 







hrjimiTOffi'Tiiiiixrapha 11, 12 and 13 provide further Illustration of these points. 
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Percent of 

Students 
Par tdcipa ring 



, ^ Graph U. Comparison of School Systeij^ 
^ V • / Percent of Tot^ ADA thtft 
Participates in Title I 



ze with 




CM 



' 13] 



NUMBER OF 



Percent^of 

Sphools 
Participating 



Graph 12 Comparison of School Syst^ Size 
• with Percent o^ Total Schools in 
' System thal0^artlcit>ate in Title I 




GRAPH 13 • 
Title I Syttou 
within ADA lUAges 



POINTS OF INTEREST • ' ' *' 

This graph shows each systos according to 
the ADA it reportfsd, T»fc^ ghape of this 
graph Indicates clearly that by far ^he 
largest nuaber of systems .have ADA's 
between 10OO-199f^» , 



Systeu with ADA*s hl|h^ than 9999 
are few In nuatier^. There arc;^oa4.y 
13 systena^ln Georgia irtth ADA's abore . 
9999, y only seven percent of the 
total nujaber of systms. ^Tbe sy«M • 
nuMbfers listed are off lcla*l State 
Department of Education numbi^s* Systm 
names' correspond li^ to syatei|^tt^bers 
sre shoiA In the Appendix, ^f^' 



'44000- 
84999 



SYSTEMS 



761 

633 
644 



31000- 
43999 



21000- 
30999 



^1000- 
20999 



ylOOOO- 
10999 



^000- 
9999 



660 
706 



667 
63d 
721 



676 
647 



611 
625 



669 



657 



648 
663 



e29 



1^ 



34 




TOTAL WO,. 
STSTPtS 



4 



ADA 



AH G E 



8000- 
8999 



755 
628 



7000- 
7999 



638 
_625_ 



6ooe- 

6999 



792 

737 



623 



722 
692 



608 
707 

715 



5000- 
5999 



634 



675 
747 



605 



2: 



4000- 
4999 



617 



751 
781 



3000- 
3999 



794 



6M 

m 



780 
668 

643 



687 
710 , 
• 785 
658 



736 



664 
640 



2000- 
2999 



665 
750 



748 



773 
627 
697 
607 



732 
659 
W 
774 



688 
765 



670 
793 



702 
735 



701 



610 
776 
637 
694 



666 

734 ^ 



641 

671 



614 
745 
649 

775 



711 
695 



681 

705 



656 



-JSC 



. 680 
713^ 



738 
758 



"SIT 
620 



TIT 
724 



766i 



655 



729 



1000- 
• 1999 



730 



740 
690 



r 696 

- 770 



602 
632 



693 



716^ 
743 
719 
685 



624 
709 



606 
714 



764 
619 



749 
763 



999- 

0' 



760 



739 
642 



786 



791 
769 



.609 
691 



723 
731 



703 



683 



"W 
•677 



1W 
754 



708 



654 

771 
700 
"661 

~7?r 

784. 



75r 

682 



28-> 



36 



613 



621 
"W 



742 
717 



53 



19 



TABLE 9 

Number of Title <I Participants 
by Grade Level by Activity, 
by Service for Public and 
Private Schools 



POIKTS OF INTEREST^ 

T|« largest aaount of public^ «c^l participation occured 
lAcindergarten through grade' «r&ven %rlth 94.3 percent of 
'participants, • 

Third grade showed the single fiighest piAllc school 
participation, with a coablned total fo^ regular and 
'smoaer sessions of 29>0l7'*particlpant8, or U.** percent 
of -The total. Least participation occured at grade 12. ^ 
with 23d particlpanCs for both regular and eusmer' sessions, 
or ,1 percent of the total, y 



Prlvste school participation 
followed the sane general patten, 
with largest participation occuriAg 
in the eleaentary grades. Grades 
1-7 account,ed for 96.5 percent of 
the total private school particlps' 
tlon. There were no private school 
participants in Title I kindergar- 
ten activities. 

Total private school participation 
tfaa only 5^percent cTf thj^4^tal 
Title I participation in Georgia, 



r.rade 
L^vel 


Sl hoo 1 


Read in^^ 


Mathemat Ics , 


Other 1 
Inst ruct ional i 
Activities. I Food 


T ' 

♦ * I Other , 
Transportat ion \ Services 


j 

Total ' 


Grand 
Tot 1^1* 


Type 


Regjlar SucBuer I Total 


Regular. ! Sunner f Tot*! 


Regular | S'oinper 


Total ' Regular [ Suiaoer j Total 


Regular! Summer j Total j Regular 


Suiteer * 


Total 


Hej^ul ar 




^2,995 


?re-K^ 


Publ ic 72 , 1 3 , 35 0 ; 0 !' Wb 


2 I 0 


2 1 3.416 ! 1.453 t 4.869 


3.860 i 1.749 1*5.609 i ' 0 ' 


215 






A 1 7ft 




[-Private , 0 0, 0 Oj 0)0 Oi 0 


oi.o^ 0; 0^ Oi 0, 01 0 


0 


0 


l6.tt6^P^ 


^ 0 


0 




^"^^"^ . «^ 0 0; l \ o; 2i 3.'ll6 1.453 U.869, 3 . 860 ! 1 . 749 1 5 . 609 1 n 


215 


2lk^ 


i5.S^7 


6,lJ^ 


22 ,<995 




( ' f 1 • ; , ! i * ' ' •* 
Public ' 5, '^60 3,1^1 1I2.III ■ 3.633 \ 1,435 '5,068! 356 i 9! 365 i 49 \ 935* 1 qj^a 


• M I j 

798 i 2fcl20 i 3^118 1 ' 0 


111 


lli, 


1 3 , 7 96 


- 

7,961 


21,757 




Private TT"^ TO"! 57""^ JT', 2:2! ?rt iH ri Q— ^ Q— ^ if' 


D ; 10 I 10 ! 0 


0 


♦ 0 


. 47 


23 






Total 00/ ' 3.161 ,12.168, 3.633 ' I .437 : 5 .070 . 356* 10 ' 3661 49; 9^5 ; 984 j ?98 ! 2 330 ' 3 128 ! 0 


1 1 1 


m 


1 3,843 


7 ,984 






Public U,.^0 2.729 1^18* 4. 50# 1 .626 : 6.132 ■ 9 \2 \ 21 ' 45 i 786 ! " 331 . i ,447 ' 1 . 916 ! 3. 363 I o" 






190 


1 9 , 467 ^ 






2 


.Private i . 87 18 lOS , - "^0 • ; 37 0 5 'p 3 i 0 | 1 1 ! ' 0 \ ' 13 ^ 13 O" 


0 


0 


117 


42 


1 59 


Tqtal 1 3.547 2.747 16.294 1 4 , 536 . 1 . 633 ! 6 . 169 1 9' 1 5 f* 24 ! 45 ^ 787 : 832 M 447 ! 1 929 ! 3 376 ^ 0~ 


190 




190 


1 9,584 


7 , 301 


26 885 




Public 1 3,860 2,998 '16^858 , 5.126 ' ,1 . 976 i-7.*102 ^ 


8 




ib ' .44 




■ T — • ! 

796 i t,707 


■ — • ' 

^ 2 , 240 


\! ' 

3.947 1^ 1 


283* 


284 


^0 746 


8 267 


29,013 


3 


Private 109 ; 29 , 138 , 58 
Total .13.969 3.027 ! 1 6 . 996 1 5.184 


15 - 73 
1 W -7 i?^ 




2 1 


3 1 0 

^& 1 n — ! 


75i 


. ■ . 




l5 


0 


7 

— 7^ 


2 




' 70 


237 




■ 

Public 




12,879 


-Z_L^^ 

2.464 


— ■ 

1 5,343, 


5,160 




. -» r " . 
^,^78 


11 


20 


31 


t 

30 


597 


tlj 


\ ^i\if 
1.623. 


2.255 

1 .88r 


5.962 
3,506 


1 

8 


32 6 


2^1 

334 


.20 .913 
1 5^. 7 1 1 


8.337 
7 108 


29.2 50 
26.819 




Private 


100 


28 


i2d 


3> 


11 


48 


0 


2 


2 


0 


1 


1 


0 ' 




15 


0 * 




5, 


137 


62 


1 99 




Total 


12,979- 


2,492 


i5,A?r 


5.1^7 -1 


-1,8?^ 


7,026 


1 1 


22 


33 


30 


598 


628 


1.623 


1,898 


3,521 


8 ^ 


_I22L , 


339 


1 9.848 


7.170 


27,018 




Publ ic 


^.'395 


2,157 


13,552 


4,9?3 


1,939 


6,912 


— 12 


19 


31 


46 


361 


407 


K664 


*!.491 


3.155 


11 




.314 


18.101 


6 .270 


24.371 


5 


Pr Cvstr 




8 


84- 


u 37 


6 


[ 


0 


I 


1 


0 


/ 0 


• 0 


• 0 


2 . 


2 


0 




4 


113 


* 21 


134 




Total j 


'll,47i 


2.165 . 








6,955 


12 


20 


32 


46 


361 


407 


1.664 


1.493 


3,157 


11 


J07 


318 


18,214 


6^291 


24 , 505 


6 


Public 
Private 


10.439 


rT678 


120 


4.539 
.58 


1 

C>.487 
42 


6,026 


15 


41 
1 


56 


26 


25^ 


282 . 


' 1,514 


1,164> 


2,678 


» 1« 


1 b7 


210 


16,551 


4,818 


21.369 




Total 


10,516 


1 ,721 


12.237 


4.597 


1.529 


6.126 


. 15 


42 


1 

57 


0 
26 


39 
295 


39 
321 


0 

1.514 


0 

1.164 , 


0 

2,678 


9 f 

18 




211 


135 ' 
16,686 


' f2 6 
4.944 


' 7<i J 

21 "630 




Public 


9 411 


1,106 


10.517 


4.064 


993 


5,057 


'32 


82 


114 


0 


152 


/ 
152 


' 1,310 


749 


2,059 


9 


lie 


V27 


14 ,826 


3,200 


18,026 


2 


Private 


32 


6- 


35 




5 


8' 


0 


4 


4 


6 


. 6 




0 




6 


6 




3 


05 


18 


J J 




Total 


^,4ii 


1,112 


1(5. 55S 


4,067 


598' 


S,665 


.52 


H 


ii8 


0 


152 


152 


1.310 


749 . 


2'. 059 


9 ^ 


121 


130 . 


14,861 


3.218 


18 079 




Publ ic 


4 .^70 ' 


. 159 




2,078 


94 


2,172 


28 


.45 


73 


0 


0 


. 0 


430 


158 


588 


14 


108 




22 


7,020 


564 . 


^58^ 


—2 1 


^Private 


12 










4 


0 




5 




0 




0 


0 


0 


0 


10 




10 


12 


25 


37 




TotaU 


4,482 • 


165 


m 


2,078 


98 


2,1?6 


28 




78 


0 


6 


6 


456 


i5S 




. \^ 


118 ' 




32 


7,032 


589 


7,621 




Public 


1,136 


14 


1,150 


506 


11 


517 


18* 


17 


35 


0 


-0 


0 


0 


6 


. 0 


7 


0 


*7 


4,667 


.48 * 


U715 


9 


Pr Ivate 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


3 


• 3 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


^ .0 


0 


- (J 


0 


3 


3 




Total 


4.lj6 


14 


.1,150 


ibi 


11- 


517 


^ 18 






0 


0 




6 


6 








' 7, 






1,718 


* 


Public 


291 


16 


307 


484 ' 


10 


*iS4 


12 


9 




_ 0 


0 


0 


0 


6 


0' 


• 

2 


0 


v 


489 




524 


♦ !6 


.Private 




(i 


6 


6 


0 


*0 


0 


n 






0 ' 0 


0 ' 


^ 0 0 


0 


0 


. 0 


0" 


0 




[Total i 




307 


184 I 10 




N — 


1 r 


21 


b 


6 


ff7 


c 


0 


0 


2 • 




i 


489^ 


35 


524_ 




Public 


269 


0 


269 


8 


0 


8 


• 4 


"2 - 


. t- 


0 


0 


0 


0 










3 


^4 


2 


286 


11 Private 


0 


0 


' 0 • 


0. 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 J 


0 


0 


0 


0 




0 


p 


0 


0 


9 - 








Total 


269 


0 


t 269 


8 


' 0 


8 


4 


2 ? 


6 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


8 




0 




»284 




286 




Public 


120 




174 


1 


54 


55 


1 


0 


i 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


8 


rf 




• no 




238 


12 


Private 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


6 


0 


6 


0 ' 


0 


0 


0 


. 0 


0 


0 


0 


0* 


0 


0 




Total 1 


120 




174 




54 


55 


1 


0 


1 


0 


0 


0 


0 


• 0 


0 


8 


.0 


8 


130 


1^8 





•WOTEi -7h««« l^gure^ar* duplicated, since students aay have participated In »or* than on* act Ivlty/aervlce and/or both regular and sumer aeaaiona, • 
ia&jt^^ld b^ count ad. once for — ch part Ic IpsTton. This total Includes 12.215 Preschool paft ic Ipants. 

**Pre-K, I. - KliWergarten ' * * }, , * 

'IE: The Preachool activity had 9,517 regtilar prograii participants ih public k:H^>oU and 2,698 auaaer p«»gra. partlclpanta for a total of 12,215 Preschool partlclpanta. There were ^ 
no private achool partlclpanta In thla activity. . * ' ' • O / 



TABLE 10 

Estimated Number of Students 
by. Handicaps Who Part^.cirpate<f ^ 
In Title I Regular SessiiSi*^^, 

POINTS OF INTEREST 
1,206 handicapped children were 
served in the regular school 
•Title I program in FY 1975. 



Those served were classified into 
eight categories according to 
handicap, with the lar^st number 
of tfiese (4^5, or 38.6 percent) 
classified as mentally retarded* 



'Th^; sec lajrgeat number of handi<^ 
capped .children 'served were classi- 
fied as* speech impaired ^ and^ 
comprised- 26 96 percent -of the total 
handicap, population served. 









/ 


Regular 
Session 


?erc^t of Total 
HaiKjlcapped 


Mentally retarded 


465' 


38.6 


Hard of hearing 


191 


15.8 . 


Deaf 


3 , 




Speech impaired 


321 


26.6- ^ 


* 

Grilled 


. 34 


• 2.8 


Visually Handicapped 


86 


7.1 


Emotionally disturbed 


' 6,1 ; 


5.1 


Other health impaired 


45 


3.7 


Total handi6apped 


l|fb6 


uoo 



/ 



SUMMARY- DATA 0N> PARTI<;iPATION C ^ \ ^ 

Of all,, activities* and airvices, Reading accounted for the' highest 

percfentage^of participation in both Regular ^t57. 9 ip^rcent) and funmer 

(32.0 percent) sessions, - / 

Iri^structional activities as* a wjAle a<icountid for a higher percentage 

of participation than did supportive servic[es in both regular and summer 

sessions* 

Transpor^tion accounted for more pa^ticipatfba in\both repilar and, 
summer sessions tlfan did any other iservice, • 

Elementary grades (1-7) accounted fdr a^ higher percentage of total 
participation i,n both regular and summed sessions. 

Of all public schools in (Jeorgta, /55 percent^particij)ated*"in Title I, 
. and of all private schools » 7 .percentyparticipated in Title I. 

' for regular and syipier sessions' combined, percent; of Title I 

participants were black and 37.0 percait were \^lte,,wlth .2 percent 
•^falli|g into the "othlr'' category. . * ^ 

In general, school systems with fimaller ADA's serve^^ higher percentages 
' of their enrollment^ and had higher* percentages of schools participating. 



A, 

A ' 



9f 



ERIC 



39 



30 



J 



- -A 




ERIC 



40 



1 
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EXPENpI'nJRES 



Total LEA -expenditures. for Title I In FY l;975 In Georgia were ' ' 

'■ • - 

$45.816.394 . Of -tftls-^^oi^ot $28. 27 5. 389 'was allocated for FY 1975: 

. ' '" 

$14.481.193 was parried, over from Part A FY 74; < l^l. 1^^7676 was carried^ov«r 

frpm Part A FY 1973} $1,607.391 was carried over frpm Part C FT 74, and. . ' 

$273,745 v»s^fc»rrie(!^ver from Part C FY 73. / 

Because fisCTal pun ting- of educati9jrfai funds im Georgia is determinjed* 

by the sta<:e auditor and i^ oot consistent .with activities aicounting by 

'-iEAs, it Is not possible to ^j^eive exact accounting information b/'act^^ 

ties anS services, Ip- addition, many 'LE^s did not re^i;^,by activity indire9t 

costs such as administrative cosfs, maintenance anff*bperation of plant faci- 

lities, fixai chaTr^es and capital ^outlay for various types mulpment 

since thesfe expenditures were^lcr^quently difficult , to assign to one parti- 

cular 'activity .wit*in a local program.'' Additionally^-, some, funds were not 

. '* ' ' ' ' ♦ 

reported by LEAs and.no effective ^ss-ref erencing method was built itrto 

the reporting-' requireipents to Mghlight'^'sucli 'discrepancies. Therefore; in* 

order to, obtain comparable and consistent fi^es reg«*ig Title I expendl- 

tures -by, sys"^ alWb activity an^J service, the* folJ.owlng procedirre w^s 

used. (The figures iis^A. iTa .Table' 11, 12 and 13^nd any derivetf from thesQ 

tables, are based .qn^fhis pfrpcedure. ) ' ' ^ - r - ^ 

/ '** *' /\ ' ^ * 

1: The tot^r expenditure figwre was obtained from Fiscal Services; 

2. Percent >age proportions of total e^jpendirti^eS ^ifer category were>. 

^oin data submltted^by LEAs t5 the' Evaluation Unit, * 



3.- The percentage proportions. Here. applied, to the tptal expenditure 
^ ^ . figure from Fiscat' Servi-c4s', t^ereb)ir5b''tlinlng adjusted per % ' 
categoVj figured/- * " * . . , - ^ 

The followl^[g tables arid graphs illustrate patterns of Title I 
expenditures in Georgia. / ^ ^ 



Estimatetr Expenditures by Actlvlty/SerVlce for Bath 
Regular and Summer Sessions Combined 

Estimated Expenditures by Actlvlty/ServlC^for Regu^ 
lar^^sslon an^ for Summer Session ^'^^ 

'Rankl^ of Actlvltljes^Servlces According to the Esti- 
mated^ Dollar Expenditure per Participant 

Estljftatr^'*^5ea^lt\^res for Actlylt-les/Servl£es for 
Cconblned Sessions 

Estimated ExpetKlltures for Activities/Services *for 

,jdkhe ^gular Sessloft ' . ' 

'^^nat^l^pendltures for ActlvitlesAServlces for 
the ^pmmer Session , * ' , 

, Estimated Exp^endltures 'by A?itlvlty/Services for the 

> Cdlablned Sessldns - * 



table 11 
Table 12 
' Table 13 
Graph 14 
Graph 15. 
Graph 16 
Graph 17 



-I 



► TABLE 11 
EatlMtad Ezpcodlturu by 

Activity /Service ^ 

POIinS OF IKTEREST ' , 

Over 97 perocnt of fhe- total Title I expenditures 
.wee for reeding » Betheaetlce and preschool activi- 
tiet. yT|ile conccQttatloQ is a reflection of the 
CBphafis on baeic tkllle throughout the etatt at 
th»^local level which bae increaeed jdriaatic^y 
for the paet teverel yeate. A comparison of 
expenditures for basic skills activities for the 
past three ye^rs illuet rates this increasing eapbasis. 





TZAR ' 


Percent of Total 
EstlMated Expenditilres 
Goldl for fiaeic SUUs 


Percent Increase 
Over Previous 
^ Year 


FY 1973 


V 82,5. 


8.8 


FY 1974 


^ ' 94,8 


li,3 


FY 1975 


• 97.4 


2.6 



The activity for which aost Title I aonies were ejcpended 
was reading/ with over 60 percent of the total Title I 
expenditures devote^ to tM-s area. 



Expenditures per pai^Cipant 
ranged fron $9 to $668 with 
preschool being the activity 
requiring the greatest expen- 
diture per participant. 

Both individually and as e group* 
supportive services required far 
lese expenditure per participant 
than did instructional activities. 



• Activity/ Service 


Combined Services ^ 
Estimated Title I Expenditures 


^ Pircent of Total 
m Titn I Expenditures 


* Ihaber Titli I 
Barticipants 


Average Title I Expenditures/ 
Participants 


Preschool 


$ 8a60.Sl9 


\l7,811 


^.215 


$668 


Reading 


27.825.183 


6lKiU2 ' 


103.989 


268 


Mathematics 


8.637.259 


18,85S. 


46.536 


186 


Other Instructional Actiyities 


. . ' 209.276 


.'457 


805' 


260 


TOTAL instructional -Aptlvlties 


i 


' — gyjsf > 


— rer^R 


- -^fm 


Food 




: 3W 


U|9fO 


19 


Trsnsportatioir x 


795.091 


1.735 


28.064^ 


«8 


Other Support ivr Services ^ 


17.576 


.038 


— im— 


9 










rn 




^ 5«8i^.3iw 


rarwo 


1 ' 


' hill) 



*^9I^^ Thess are duplicated figures. That is. a student was counted ^ce for each activity/iarvice In which h«/sh« p«rtlcipated, 
the total l^ers is,|reat^ tl^ the unduplicated total ebown on page 



Therefore. 



TABLE 12 

EatiJUtM Expenditures 
'b;jfc Acrlvlty/Servlcc for 
Regular S^esslon and for 
Suaaer 'Seaalon 



POIMTS OF IgTEREST 

In both regular and auaner seaaloas sspepdttuve» ve^e 
far greater tor Instructional activities than for sup* 
portlve services. Supportive services shov a greater 
percentage of expenditure during the suaner session than 
during the regular sescten,' but still such less than In- 
structional sctlvltlii*. / 

Both In regular and suaaer sessions expend 1^k«s were 
greater for thf xeading Instructional activity than for 
any other single xtlvlty or service. 



Avsrsge Title I expenditure per psrtlclpant was greatest 
»for preschool during the regular session and for other 
instructional activities during the suwr session. 

^ • \ » 

Three systtes conducted other last rue tlonal activities, 
tuo of which were tutorial while the tlilrd provided 
caaping experiences for bandicappsd students. ^ 







Regular 


Services 






Sutaer 


Services 




* Activity/Service 


Est lasted 

Title I 
Expend Iturd 


Percent of Total 
Regular Estimated » 
Expenditures 


VOabcr of 
Psrtlclpants 


Average Title I 

Expenditure 
Per Participant 


Eatlaatad 

Title I 


Berceat of Total 
8uKer EstlBsted 
Expeodltures ^ 


Nuabcr of 
Psrtlclpants 


Avcrsgc Title I 

Exp«»dlture 
Per Participant 


Preschool 


^ 7.777.837 


18.294 


9,517 


. 817 


' 382.482 


11.586 


2.698 


1^2 


Rsadlng 


2^;i60jf«3J 


—61.532 . 


87.302 * 


306~ . 


1.664.630 


t 

50.11 


16.667 


100 


Ji • 

Mathsttatlcs 


7.862,909 


18.494. 


35,001 * 


225 


774,350 


23.455 


11.535 ' 


67 


Other Instructional 

^II^^ V 


105.170 


.248 


506 


208 


104.106 


3.153 


299 _ 




Instructions! /^tlvltley 


41.906.^69 


. ^ 98.568 


2:32.326 


317 


2.925,368 


88.616 «r 


31.219 


94 


Food . 


' 141.947 


.334 


3.656 


39 


2^,739 


.901 


5.334 


-6 


Xran'i^portstlon r'^^'^ 


460.820 


1,084 


14,353- 


32 ' 


334.275 


10.125 • 


13^731 


'2* 




5.785 


.014 


81 


71 


11.791 . 


.358 


1,876 


6 


TOTAL Supportive Services 


',f ^.552 


1.432 


18.090 


34 


J75.805 




20.941 


18 


All Ac^^tles/Servlces 


42.515.021 


100 


150.416 


283 


3.301.373 


100 


52.160"-^ i 


1 




The follovlnj 



J 



aphs are based on^lnformatlon Tables ll^nd 12* 



Graph 




-Expenditures 



y It lea /^&rv±c es 
for^ Comblnog . Sessions 



^<ty Activities 
(2) Seirvices 



PERCEHy 

97,9 
2.1 



Graph 15- 



Est^lgj^t^ Expenditures 
for Acti vities/ Services 
Tfar the 



Regular Session 



Graph 16 

"Estimated Expend Itur^lB 
for Actlvltles/Sarvlces 



for th;e Summer Session 



Gr^lOZ 

Estimated Expenditures 
^ Activity/Service for 
the Combined Sessions 




Preschool ' 18.3 

[2) Reading ' 61.5 

;3) Mathematics^ - 18.5 
[4) Other Instructional activities 
:5)^Food " ^ ^ 

N^6)* Transportation 

[7) Other supportive dervlces 



1 


2 


3 






1 






• '.hrU 
''• ' } 










.1 

.3 
1.1 
.1 



1) Pres^hpol 

2) Reading 

3X Math^natlcs 



11.6 
50.4 

4) ©ther Instructional activities 3; 2 

5) Food - .9_ 

6^ Transportation 10. 1. 

7) Other supportive services ^ ' ,3 

1) Preschool 17.8 

2) Reading . 60.7 

3) Math«natics 18.9 

4) Other instructional activities ^ 

5) Food ^ 

6) Transportation. 1.7 

7) Other suppbrtlve services - . 1 



47 \ 



48- 



Table 13 

Ranking of Activities/ 
Services According to 
the Estinurted DoUar 
Expenditure per^Particlpant . 



Points of ^nteVest * 
Expenditures ranged from a low of $9 
per participant for one activity to 
a high of $668 per particlpiint for 
•^preschool^ _ ^ 

Other Instructional activities were 
primarily tutorial In nature* 



Ranking of ^tivitles/Serylces 
According to Estimated Dollar 
Expenditure Per Participant 


Preschool 

, JE ^ 


$669 . 


Reading 


268 


Other instructiottai^tivities 


260 


Mathematics • ' 


186 


Transportation 


28 


Food 

r t 


19 


Other supportive services 


9 ' 




RY DATA ON EXPENDITURES 



/er 97 percent 



[DITURES 
oh^T Title I 



expenditures wient for reading, niatdeaatlcs 
and ireffchool activities, witTh 60 percept of the total deyoted to teafllng, . 

Preschool activities had the highest expenditure p6r participant, with $668 
for combined sessions. Other Supportive Services showed the lowest, with $9 
per participant. ' . . 

Instructional -activities accounted for far greyer expenditure of T±zl0^ 
funds in both regular -and summer sessions tlian did support iveTservices. 



f 
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ACHIEVEMENT 



Fot the first time since Georgia has been reporti^Title *I evaluation 
information, systems were requested to submit objective' achievement informa- 
tion on Title I -^students 'in a standardized format. Before.* subjective ' ' 
opinions of Title I program operators were sought^ as t)^ the success of tlieir 
program, but very ^ittle hard-core objective achievement J.nformat ion was 
obtained* ' , v ^ 

While the information obtained this year cannot be summarized in 
terms of the gain made statewide for reading; mathematics or preschool, 
it does present a more objective picture of the impact of Titled programs 
on student achievement than was possible in the past. 

Statewide gain cannot be summarized because systems are free to use 
whatever te^ts they choose for Title I evaluation; "This means that each 
test must be treated. separately in'^compiling .gain, so that statewide 



totals can be obtained for a particular test, but not across tests. This 
results in statewide subtotals for each test uSed, but not state totals. 

Tables 14 through, 17 show the^gain made by test type for preschool, 

" - — \ ' . 

reading, mathematics and other instructional activities. 

In addition to requesting objective achievement information, the 

practice of requesting 'subjective information was, continued this -year, \ 

so that a comparison betyeen the perceived Access of a project and the 

actual achievement gain could b^ made, • Tables 18 and 19 reflect success 

C'v' 

of Title^I projects as perceived by loQal evaluators. ' ' 

^ The following tables and graphs illustrate patterns of T^le I 
achievement in Georgia, . > ' 
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Preschool Achievement I|formaticm 
Reading Achievement Ip^rmatidn 
Mathematics. Achievement Information 

Other Instructional Ac'tivities Achievement Inform^ ion 
Number oE^^ ActivJLties, /Participants and Amounp of Expendi- 

• tures at^'cach Success* Level 6y^ Activity/Service . 
Jiimber of Activities, Participants and Amount of Expendi- 
^tures ^t Each Success I*evel by Objective Type 
Probltem Factors hy Instfuctional Activity, Ranked from 

High (1) to Low (6) Problem Areatf 
Methods*" and Devices Used to Assess Learner Needs 
(PRESCHOOL) fest of Bfeisic E^eriences ' ^ 
(PRESCHOO|i) Preschool Readiness Test 
(PRESCHOOL) Metropolitan Readiness TelTt ' 
(PRESCHOOL) Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test 
(PRESCHOOL) Other Tests ^ 
(PRESCHOOL) Total- ^ ^ 
(READING) California Achievement Tests 
(READING) Iowa Tests of Ba^ic Skills 
(READING) Gat es-MacGinitie Pleading Test^ ' >. 
(READING) Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skiils 
(READING)' Metropolitan Achievement Tests 
(READING) Stanford^ Achievement Tests — 
(READING) Slo^son dral Reading Test 
(READING) Wide Range Achievement^ Test ^ 
(READING^ Stanford Diagnostic Reading Test 
(READING) Other Tests , ^ 
(READHJG) Total 
^MATHEMATICS) California Achievement Tests 
'(MATHEMATICS) Iowa Tests of Byic Skills . y 

(MATHEMATICS) Metropolitan Achievement Tests / 
iMATHEMATICS) Comprehensive Tests of Basic Skills 
(MATHEMATICS) Stanford Achievement Test 
(MATHEMATICS) Wide Range Achievement Test 
(MATHEMATICS) Other Tests 
(MATHEMATICS) Total 

(OTHER INSTRUCTIONAL ACTIVITIES) Stanford* Achievement 
Test 

(OTHER INSTRUCyiONAt ACTIVITIES) Other Tests 
(OTHER INSTRUCTIONAL ACTIVITIES) Total ' 



1 



53 



TAigE 14 . - 

Preschool 

Achievement 



Information 



. POlMTS^OF INTEREST. 
^e skigle-iBost^ wldeljrused test for * 
preschool was the Test of Basic fccperi- 
ences. Twenty-two percent of the ttotit 
systems who reported achievement for 
preschool activities used it. ' v . 

Eight-one systems reported achievement 
for preschool activities, or 76M15 
percent of the total number of systems 
coh^uctiitg^resphool activities. 



.Of the systems reporting, 4!2 percent 
used tests thafc fell in a' category 
termed "othy ^sinc/^-these tests were 
u^ed by otily one or two systems.. This 
is evidence of the lack of coticensus at 
the local' leyel regardln^^ich test 
^jistruments are most desirable for use 
with preschool students. This is 
expected to<change as loc^l Systems 
become better acqualkited with available 
instruments* and as newer and mop^ 
appropriate Instruments become Available, 



Of the five test groups listed, 
four show that 79 percent or * 
^more of the students tested 
met or "exceeded the objective. 
The fifth test, P^l>ody\Vocabu- 
lary test, shows that 50 per- 
cent of chose tested met ? 
exceeded the objective. * 

Of the 11,108 students bath A 
pre and post tested, 9,406, 
""or almost 85;percent, met or 
exceed^ the ,obj|5ct'ive set ^ , 
for them. ' V*" 




*N0TE? W<ile the PrescWol Re^ 



Score Typt 




ile the PrescWol Readlness^st is ^not % standardizai test, it is Included because It was developed by tibfe Georfiil Department 
ucation Early ChfldHfc^d Divltlon, anii Is used by a large percent;age of tho^^ reporting, as^indicatfd iy this chart, 

Othe^ Standard Sc6re lo ■ Frequency ,or percent&ge of obser^^ion 

y ' J 4 1,1 ■ Percentage of correct or posiVflffSesi^ 

'\ \ 12 - Number/pei:"ceftlage of.i^killS mastered # 

. 13 - Other ' ~. ' 



01 



Irade Equivalent. 
1^1^ Scora^ 
Pert entile 
■04 - Stania^ * 

w 



05 
06 
07 



Mental Age 



TABLE 15 ~: ^ 

Reading Achievement Information - * • 

POINTS OP IMTEREST / • 
Those tests used by fiv^ or more js/^ terns ' 
are listed by name; all others are listed 
In th,e "o^her" category. 



The large nvimber of systems using tests in the 
"qther" category illustrates tne wide variety 
of tests that are used fOr Title I testing in 
Geoxgi^. While this practice fives' local systems 
ma x i mu iD freedom to choose their ovn tests, it 
nevertheless prev^ts any meaningful compilation 
of data on a statewide basis. " , 



tosson Oral Reading Test showed the highest 
^ perceiQtage of those tested who met or exceeded * 

the objective, while the Stanford Diagnostic 
" Test showed the lowest percentage, . 



Vpali 



of Test 



California Achievement Tests 



Iowa Tefets of Basic Skills 



^umbei^of 

Systems 
Using Test 



54> 
33 



** Score' 
Type 



Spanning all tests, 53 percent of those test^ 
met Or exceeded the objective. 

Of those reporting grade equivalent scores, the* 
greatest gain was shown by those systems ^uti- 
lizing the Slosson Oral Reading Test with a 
1,023 gain indicated, 
• — > 

Of" the nine. test groups listed, seyen show that: 
54» percent or more of th/e students tested met ^ 
or exceeded the objective. No test shows 
fewer than 41 percent meeting or exceeding .the 
objective. 



01 
01 



"Number of « 
'Students Both 
gre & Post Tested 



15.7^2 



16.719 



Gain 



.959 



.695 



Number of Students 
Meeting or Exceeding 
Oblechve * 



9,852 



7.849 



Percent of Students both 
Pre & Post Tested Meeting or 
Exce^eding Objective 



62,664 



03 



113 



10.304 



75 



66.372 



;Gate8-MacGlnltle^ Rpa dii^e Teats 



Coayrehensive Tests of Basic Skills 



Metropolitan Achievement Tests 



total' 



23 



01 



7^767 



19 



01 



6.179 



■ 852 



,752. 



4,243 



04 



4;442 
47 



3,378 



,58B 



54.629 
54,669 



1.966 



1,000 



44.259 



33 



TOTAL 



anfo rd 
Other_ 

GRAND 
♦TOTAL 




These totals are dupftcated, since many systems used more than one test in. the area of reading. Therefore, the syst 
^ than and^he numbey of stu<fents tested reflect duplicated counts of partLipants. ^ 

**See FoOthote on Table 14, ) 



ems total is greater 
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TABLE 16 

Mathematics Achievement Information 



♦ 



POINTS 



t^ts U8ed^ by 



^ Those teSts used' by five or more systems are listed name; 1U1 others are lumpexT 
Into the "other" category/ The la^^^e ^number of systems using tests In the "other** 
category Illustrates the wide variety of ,t«st8 that are used for Title I testing 
In Georgia,' While this practice gives local systems maximum freedom to choose 

tests. It nevertheless prevents any meaningful cQiBpllatlon of data on^ a 



their oWn 
statewide 



basis. 



Of the seven. test groups listed, five show that better than 60 percent of those testd 
met, or exceeded the objective^ The r^i^lnlng two groups show better than 50 percent 
meeting or exceeding the *obj Active. 



Spanning all tests, 65 percent of those tested met or exceeded the objec 



Name of Test ' - 


* Number of 
Systems 
Usfbg Test 


7 

**Score 
Type 


Number of 
Student^/Soth 
Pre & Post Tested 


atln' 


Number of Students 
1 Meeting or Exceeding 
Objective* 


Percent of Students 
Meeting or Exceeding 
Objective 


California Achievement ^ests ^ 


^5 


01 


9,730 


.972 


/ 6.750 


69.373 


«Iova Tests of Basic Skills 


'22 


01 


5,022 


.69'2 


. ' -2,975 


, 5^239^ 


TOTAL k ' 




03 


• 5,068 


9.739 


31 

3.006 \ 


67.391 


Metropolitan Achievement Tests 


20 


.01 ^ 


■ 3.951 • 


.853 




59^313 
•61.681 


• . 


9 


04 • 


IP 


l.OOt) 


■" • V 


60 i ^ 


^TOTAL , ' ^ 




^ n 


3.^1" 




■ ■ t.m .!■ 


^61.676 


Comprehensive Tests^of Basic Skills 


18 


01 




.926 


2.103 t 


60.957, ' 


Stanford Achieveiaentr TestT 


14 


^ PI 


4,4'78" ^ 


.854 


3.144 1 


70.21. 


Vide Range Achievement Test 


8 


cu 


1.637 X 


1.036 


822 


50.214 


Other / 


28 




' 4.996 V 




3.528 - . • 


^ . 70.616 


*Grand Total 


ns 




33,320 ^.j 




21.796 


65.414 






1 








1 



* NOTE: These* totals ate duplicated^ since many Systems used more than one 
* -exceed an undupllcated count. ' 

**See Footnote on Table 14, 




^the area of mathematics. Therefore,^ the aystems tot^^^tc. 



IAbI^E 17 

.Other Instrxtficicmal Activities 
Acbievesent Inforaatlon 



Kaae of ^estV 



Number of 
Systema 
Uslp^ test 




POIWTS OP IRTEREST 



^ One systea reported achievcii^t Information i^egar^lng an activfty' that^Sell Into 
the "other" category. . 

. . - ^ . 

In ail test^ better than 73 percent of those tested met » exceeded the * * 
oUfifctive, ^ 




er of 
StudcAts Beth' 
Pre' & Post. ^Mted 



Gain 



Number ot students 
Meeting or Exceeding 
Objective 



Percent of Those tested 
Meeting or Exceeding 

' Object lye 



^ 7. 



Stanford Achievement Test 



S 



165 



.914 



109. 



66.061 



Other 



130 



101 



♦Grand To 



^ 2 



^ 77.692 



283 



210 



73.684 



llOTEi IPhese totals^ are duplicated, since this number reprints only one system that use<f more than 
information. Therefore, students test;^, etc. are counted one* for eactt test taken. 



0 ^ 



to obtain achievement '* 



'•**See footnote on Table "14. 
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The foilowing graphs illustrate the'plercentage of those tested. that met or exceeded the objective for each 
. ins-true tional activity. These, graphs arc y^sed on infonoation found in Tables 14, 15, 16, and 17. 



Graph 18 - 

Test of ^asic Experiences 



> 


PRESCHOiOL . • 


« 


1. 




^^^^ 


' J- '-■ • ^ . • ' - • * 







» PERCENT^ " 

^ Percent Meeting or Exceeding 
Objective (1) . 88.4 

Percent Not Meeting • 
Objective (2) * . ^ 11,6 ' 



Graph 19 — 

Preschool Readiness Test 




Percent Meeting or Exceeding 
Objective (1) . ' 79>1 

Perjcent Not Meeting 
Objective. (2) 20.'9' 



6raph 2.0 * 

Metropolitan Readiness Test 




Percent Meeting or Exceeding 
Objective ^(1) \. 81.3 
Percent Not feting 
Objective (2^ 18.7 



Graph 21 

Peabody Picture Vocabulary 




Graph 22 
Other Tests 



a. 

ERIC 



Percent Meeting or Exceeding- 
Objective. (1)' ' • 65.2 
Percent not Meet^ing _^ 

34.8 




V 



V 



Graph 23 



^ 



Graph 25 

'Iowa fests of Basic Skills 




Graph 24 * 

California Achievement Test . 



READING 





* Percent Mating or Exce^&g 
Objective (1) * 84,7 

Percent Not Meeting 
Objective t2) ^ .15.3 



Percent Meeting or Exceeding 
Objective (1^ ' 62,7 

Percent Not Meeting " 
Objective (2) 37.3 



Percent Meeting or Exceeding 
Objective (1) ^ 47.1 

Percent Not J^eetitig 
Objective (2) 52.9 
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Qraph 26 

GatesrMacGinjtie ifeading 



Graph 27 

Comprehensive Tests of 
Basic Skills 



Graph 28 

Metropolitan ^chievemient 
Tests 




i ■ 


2 









Percent Meeting or Exceeding 
Objective (1) . 54.6 
Percent Not ^Meeting ^ 
Objective (2) - ^ 45.4 



Percent Meeting or Exceeding 

Objective (i) - 54-. 7 

Percent Not Mfeetiag , , 

Objective (2) 45.3 



Percent Meeting or Exceeding 
Objective (1) • *^ 44.5 

Percent Not Meeting 
Objective (2) 55.5 



« * 
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Graph 29 

Stanford Achievement 



1 




Graph 30 

Slosson Oral Reading Test 




Graph 31 

Wide RAnge Achievement fe^t' 




Graph 32 

Stanford Diagnostic Reading 
Test 




Graph 33 
* ^ Other Tests 



Gyaph 34 
TOTAL- 
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1 




7 





* ' . V PEKCENT 

Percent Meeting or Exceeding* - , 
Objective (1) ' ^ ^ 64.8 

Percent' Not Meeting - 
pbjective (2) . : 35.2 



Percent" Meeting or Excee4ing • 
Objective (1) " . ?1,8 

Percent Not Meeting " 
Objective (2) * . 28.2 



Percent^etiLng or. Exceeding 
^ObjecMve^ (1) ^ - (56.3 

Percent Not Meeting 
■'Objective* (2) ^ 33^7 



Percent Meeting or Excjeeding 
Objective (1) .\ . 41^ 
Percent Not Meeting 
Objecti^ (2) . . ^ ^8.3 



Percent Mteeting or Excgeding' 
"OBjectit^e (1), , 71.3 

Percent Not Meeting 
Objective (2) 28.7 



Percent Meeting or Exceeding 
Objective (IJ* . ^ 53.2 

Percent Not Meeting 
Objective (2) ' 46,8 



^THEMATICS 



^Gra|>h 35 * * . 

lalifotmia A'cliievement Te; 



Graph 36 

Iowa Tests of; Basic Ski! 



.1^ 



t;raph 37 

l^tropolitan Achj.gVement Tegts 



^eraph 38 ' 

Compifeh^nsiVe Tests of Basic 
Skills 



GrSph 39 .^'1 

Staniord^ Achi/vement' Test 




2 





Percent^ H^ejting or EjcceeSlng ^ 
ObJeotiAre * (1) ' ' ^ . 
^ercentNNot' Malting ' v " 



«|7 



i^B^nt: f >fee t X} r Exc eed Inag 

Ob^Sl^tve . (1) • ' 



»Pefc^t Not Meetii^g 
ObjipQtive <(2) 




/i^erceijt Maetitrg ar Ex/eedi^ 
Objectii^ (1) » • / ^ 6\.7 
Percent Not Meetings 
^Objec%e. (2)^ . V^^* 



■^v'-;^:^ ■>;; > ■ ..-1 


"4 1^1 




^.^i.. ....... - .. ..: .-. 







Percent Meeting or Ex^ e 
^' ' ckiT ' 
ent 




/ 



Objetkive- (1) ^ . --'4 
Percent Not Meeti^ig 
Objective. (2) 



61.0 



39.0 



J 




Percent l^eetlng «r Exce^dlt&g 
Obj'ecUve (1) ■ * lO.Z- 

Percent Not Meeting • 
Obj-ective (2) " - ^29. 8 



* Graph 40 ' ' ^ , 

Wide' Range A^h.levement Test 



.erJc 





Perce9^ ^Jeeting^or Exceeding 
Objeotive (U ; •. 

'Percent Not Meeting. 
; Objective C2) 



50,2 



Graph 41 
Other Tests 



Graph 42 
TOTAL 



Graph 43 

.Stanford Achievement Test 



« 



Graph 44 
Other *Tests 



Graph 45 
TOTAL 



'i 




1 

1 










t 






OTHER INSTRUCTlflJlAL ACTIVITIES 


1 - 






J 

1 


V ^- i 












Y ■ ?_ — ^ 




PERCENT 

* . • — ^^^—^^^^^^^ 

Percent Meeting or Exceediag 
Objective (1) • ^ ^ 70,6 ^ 

Percent Not Meeting 
Objective (2) . 29.4 



Percent Meeting or Exceeding 
Objective (1) ^ 65. 4"^ 

Percent Not Meeting 
Objective^ , (2) . • ^ 34,6. 



Percent Meeting op Exceeding 
Objective (1) . 66.1 

Percent Not Meeting 
Objective ^) ' * 33.9 



Percent Meeting or Excee^ling 
Objective • ' " - 77.7 

Percent Not Meeting 
Obj^tive (2)..- ^ ^2.3 



Pef jent -Meeting or ^Exceeding \ ) 
Objective (0 ' 73.7 
. Percent Not Meeting ' * 
Olijeetive H) ' 26,3 ' 



• 70 



71 



ERIC . 



4^ 



TABLE 18 
MuaDer 

Activities, 'partici- 
pants and Amount of 
Expenditures at 



POINTS OF INTEREST 

?he instructional activity category with * 
he* highest perceived succees also expended 
the «tost per participant. This was pre- 
school activities with k perceived success 
each SuccGCG L«vel 3.467, and a per partici"pant expenditure 

by Activity/Service <5f $668. , . ^ 

* The lowest pet participant expenditure for 

^ an instructional activity «as for ilie.math- 

^ * * ematlcs category, which showed the second 

^ highest perceived succesa and had the second' 

^ ^ - highest numbe^r of actlvitlfes (141; 30 percent 

. . of the tota;L)"and participants C46, 536; ^8. 5' 

* - percent of the t(ital). 



The category with the •lowest perceived 
success ala<j ^lad the fewest number, of acti- ^ 
vdties (6; one percent of the total) and parti- 
cipants (805;^ .5 percent of the total). • , 




« '*Succe8S Levels axiB as f^llov^r 



1 Unsuccessful 



2 »«Soacifliat sirccfssful 



3 - {tuccessfjil/' ^ . * successful- 



In comparing Table's 14, 1^ ancf^6 (Achifev.ement Infonnatioi?per Activity) 

.with Table 18 (Perceiv^ Success per Activity), it is interesting to note 
\ ' ^ - * 

that subjective perceived success matches objective achievement information 

for >|M:eschool, reading and joathematics activities. Where evaluato^s 

subje itively ' judged ari-actiyity more successful, acl^^ement Information 

I jp(N[ifitmea this* judgment, 'PerkapS' achievement information determined the 

deg^eeXof success assigned an activity by a l^al eva^uator. - At any 'rate, 

the fc^lldwing .<:omparisons show the relationship. 



r 



\ 



V 



s 



AcXivity 


*Success 
. Level 


Percent of Students ' 
Tested Who Met 
or Exceeded^^the ' 

- ' Objective 


Rank 


Preechool 


3.467 


^ 

* 84; 67a 


1 


— > 

» 

Mathematics 


3*092 


65.414 




* Reading ^ 


3.060' 


53.15 


-3 



/ 



* *Succe^8 Lev^l ^r^e as f fellows: 
*• n = Unp'uccessfql 3 = Successful - «^ 

' ^ ■ 1 - Somewhat, successful ' 4 = Very succesrful 
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t 
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TABLE 19 . • , ♦ 

Number of Activities, 
Participants and Amount 
of Expenditure at each Succes 
Level by Objective Type 



POINTS OF INTEREST 

Objective Type# are as follows: * 

01- Bai|g| Skills Ivprovea^t, knowledge, . ' 4 
inf^nat ion . 

02- Readiness * 

03- Involvement, interest 
. OA-Enricbment 

05- (Ho 05 category) 

06- Improve nutrition, health 

07'Provide transportation to make attendance ' 
possible 

08- Reduce racial/cultural isolation 

09- Reduce discipline problems 

10- Impvve mental health 



Objective Types 03 and 09 were considered 
to be the most successful. In each case, 
bsfcver, there was only one activity with that 
oDRctive'. 



Objective Type 01 (basic skills improveaent ) 
vas the objective for thm largest' number ^f 
activities (361) and ranked seventh in«8uccess, 
indlrating that activities of this type Were 
conspxiered successful but not very successful. 

Objective Tyi>e 02 (xeadlness) was the objec 
tive for the second Isrgest nu^er of activl<> 
ties (106) and was considered to be more than 
successful Jbut not very successful. ^ 

There does not a^ear ^ be a clear cut £orre-* 
latlon between succes^^^ev^ 9fA svera^^ funds 
per participant. However, those activities that'^ 
ranked 1, 2, 3 and 4 in success level expended 
fewer than $100 per participant and represent 
only 18 percent of the total number of activi- 
ties. Activities that ranked fifth and seventh 
Id* success level and expended $648 and $235 per 
participant respectively, represent 80 percent 
of the total number of activities and 80 percent 
of the totAl number of participants. 



.4 



objective 
'type" 


SUCCESS 
lEVEL 


NUMBER 
ACTIVITIJS 


NUMBER 
PARTICIPANTS 


n FUNDS 
EXPHfpED 


AVG.. FUHHSjS 
PARTICIPAiOr 


1^ 

^^^VC. SUCCESS 
LEVEL/ AREA 


i 

RANKING 


01 

4 

TOTAL 


1 
2 
3 
4 

• 


4 

223 
85 

361 ' 


1,220 
38,160 
78,837 
32,902 
151,119 


$ 212,060 
10,35^,318 
17,263,974 
J, 742, 178 
35,573,129 


^ ♦ 

$174 
271 
219 
235 
235 


3.072 




TOTAL* 


2 
4 


^ 5 
46 

55 • 
106 


410 
' ' 4,660 
7,145 
12,215 


' 250*^60 
3,088,188 
4,606,^5 
7.9U,533 


610 
663 
• 645 
6A8 


3.472 * 1 


5 


03 
TOTAL 


4 


1 ^ 

— ^ 


^5 1 

85 


3,925 
31,925 


46 
1^6 


4. \ 


1-2- 


04 
TOTAL 


3 
4 


2 
7 


15,545 
1,662* 
17,207 


97,903 
9.407 
' 107.310 


6 
6 
6 


3.286 ' 


« 

6 


• 06 

TOTAL* ^ 


3 
4 


16 

* 25 
41 


^4657- 
4.385 


54,730 
534,726 
589,456 


12 
122 
6!) 


' 3i610 ^ ' 


4 


, 07, 
lOTAL 


3 
4 


19 

62 . 


^4,944 

1,327 
12,271 


636,109 
. ' 431,403 
1,067.512 


1?9 
59 
87 


'f ''^ 
'3.694 


3 


08 
TOTAL 


3 


1 
1 


324 
324' 


. 2,0^5 
2.065 


t 


3. 


8-9 


09 

TOTAL . 


'4 


1 

■ \ • 


89" 
1 . 89 


2v241 
2,241 


' 25 
U5 


4. 


1-2 


10 ^ 

TOTAL 


3 ' 


2 


i ,22A 

^ 224 


526*223 
526,223 


2.^49 
2.349 


3. ♦ 


'8-9 


Toyyy- XLl 

\ 'OBJECTIVES 




583 


202,576 


$45,816,394 


$226 . 


3.254 





1^ . 



*Succes8 Levels arenas follows: 
• 1 * Unsuccessful 2 



Somewhat successful 



3 "Successful 



4 - Very successful 
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TABLE 20 _ 

Problem Factors by 

Instructional Activity, 

Ranked from High Problem 

Area (1) to Low (6) , ' ' ' . 

POINTS OF ItfTEREST ^ 

In the prescboCl category, the lack of 
avaflabilitjiJtlf trained teachers and 
inadequate facilities ranked highest as 
problem areas. Among those respondi« c 
to this item, late approval of ^und/was 
tankel as the least source of i^oblea. 



In the reading category, Inadequate guidelines 
was considered jKT^st significant prob*leto 
related to the Jac|f: of success of activities in 
this category. S^ain, late approval of funds 
was ranked as the least source of problems. 

In the mathematics .'category, 'Indadequate guidelines 
and teacher load too great led in being ranged the 
greatest problem areas. Onc^ agalii, late approval 
of funds was ranked lowest of the problem areas 
cited. 



An across-instructional-activities ranking 
of problem areas indicates that those problems 
placed in the "other" category were collective- 
ly ranked highest by systems,.. This category 
included any problem other than the nine listed. 



Rank^ ^Lose behind ''ether" were^lnd^e^o^e 
guidelines and teacher load too great. 
Overall, late approval of funds was 
to^isiderod least significant as a problem. 
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TABLE 21 , • 

Methods and Devices' 
Used to Assess 
Learner Needs 



POINTS OF INTEREST . • ' ^ 

The method or device used most frequently 
to^j^sess learner needs was standarized • 
achievement tests, representing almost 
30 perceftt of total use. ^ ' 



The second toost frequently useA method 
was observation "tec)inique^, representing 
a^lmost 18 percent of total use/ ' 



Methods^ and bevices Used to • ' , 
Assess TiPAr^pr NppHs 


i^fUiuucr oi 
Times Selected 

CUT Use « 


Standardized ^hieve«f^nt- Tests * 


352 


Ability Tests 




: ^\ ^ ^ 

' Diagnostic Tests 


4 * 

L50 ' 


Other PulJlished Tests • ' 


. 96 


Teacher or Locally Prepared Cognitive X^sts 

: . '^t '■ ^ 




Observation T^^hniques / 


■- * 

218 . 


Sociometric Techniques ^ * ' * ' 


-8 


■ J 1 ; — - 

Questionnaires 


' 45' 


— — ■■ ^v^- — 

Anecdotal Records . . 


- 90 K . 


. . Other • ^ '\s 




• . ' / TOTAt: . ' , 
' • * * * 

— r — M' • ' 





% r 



■ \ 



58 
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SUMMARY DAXA- ON ACHIEVEMBNT • ' ' ' ' 

I Systems us6d a variety of te^ts to evaluate achievement in instructional 
activities. > 
^ For preschool activities,- results show that almost 85 percent of all 

{participants evaluated met or exceeded the objectives set £6r theiQ, 

« " ' * ' • • 

For reafling activities, results 'show that 53 percent of all participants 
both pre and post testfed (81,027 duplicated count) met or exceeded the 
objec'ttves set for ^ them. * - 

Mathematics activities results indicate that 65.4 percent Of all 
participants evaluated met or exceeded the objectives. 

. systems reported achievement information for instructional 

activities other than preschool, reading and mathematics, They indicated 

_ " ^^^^ percent of those pre and post tested met .or exceeded the objective.^ 

. * ""^ , ^ ~ ' ' "'^ • ^ - ' : . • V ' * 

Subjective o^nion closely, related to objective achievement informa- 

tion for preschool, reading and' mathematics. ' ' v ' 

• * ' TKe*5Lnstructional activity with the highest^ perceived Success 

' ^ ^ ^ - ' ^ • • ' / ' ' ' 

- • (preschool - 3:467) also *e)«:pejided the most per participant. The category 

^ ^ ^ , ' I ' • ^ -. 

with the lowest perceived success (other- insrtfuctional activities) also^^ 

* had th^ fewest act^vitie's and participants (.5"percent of total)* 
, . Objective t^e "61 (basic skill's in<>fovanai^ was the objective for the 

largest number -bf actiyities;, (361 out of a'totai 583) and rafiked seventh in ^ 
. succ^lBSS with a 3.072 average- sucreess ratjing^ . , 

There did not .appear to b^ a clear, cut relationship bet^l^en success 
level and jirfverage funds per partic'ipant expended. ' ' * 

' "^he three top raiikijig problem factors considered' to be a cause of lack 
. / ' f of success included inadequate guidelines,, trained teachers not ^available, 
* . and teacher load too gr^t. , Least among the problems cited was late approv'a^ 
' ^ of funds. - - - ^- . " 

ERIC / . . • - . . . - 



The method or d.evice used ©ost frequently to assess learner needs 
byKlocal systeM standardized achievement tests,^ f ollp\Ja by obBervatlxjn 
techniques. ' - " 
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STAFF/PARENT' ADVISORY COUNCIL (PAC) " 

important aspect, of Wtle, I activities ipvolyes the number ot staft, thg 
activities -to whJcH t^tey W^fe' assigned and the amount of inservice trgjjtiiing 
1 they r.ecSived^ Tables 22 th];-ough 24 provided infonaat'ion about staff. 



m Geo^ia co*Apiled information coiic^rning Parent Advisory Councils, this 

}4ear in order to comply with recent feder^i^guiddllnes.^ Table 25 gives 

itftormati^on about the numbefr, of PAC meetings h^ld in Georgia in FY 1975 and 

the number of ^itle I parent^' whoA^rere members of the councils^.*' 

The following fables illustrate patterns of Titie L staff itl^and PAC ^ 
membership in'Georgia, \,/ ' ' ^ 



• Table 22 

Table 23 
Table 2h 

Table 2V 



- Number of Personnel irtvolved in Title, J Activities by 
Term^ by Activity * ^» ' ♦ • ^ 

. Number of Title I Paid Staff by Activity Assignment 
^ Averagew Hoiirs of Title J-Fuhde3 Inservice draining ' 
for %11* Personnel for Both' Sessions ' ' , 

Numker of Parent Advisory Meetings , Number of ^Members 
of Patent Advisoi*y' Councils , ' / ' 




■■■••V-': 



ft 
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TABLE 22 J, \\ * 

Number of Personnel Ii#olved 
In TiM^e I Activities by • 
Term ahd* Activity 





Teacriers cp6prised the largest category of personnel involved in V" 
Title I^tivities. Teacher aides made up the^econd largest category. 

In r^lar sessidn activties, 46.7, percent more personnel wer^ involved 
pr^rily because fewer than half th^e^stems conducted summer programs. 

The single highest number of per.sonfiel were teacher aides int^olved ^regular 
%gpsion reding programs.^ Th^s was followed by teachers involvfed in regular 
session reading programs. 



/Category * 



Teaching Personnel 



Teachur Aid es 

- — 



Othar P^sonnel 



Preschobl 



Regular 



528 



459 



XOTAL-- 



Category 



*Teachiiig Personnel 



♦ ti^ c h^ Aides . 



Other Personnel 



TOTAL 



57 



104^ 7^ 



Summer 



198 



193 



7^ 



/>'24 



413 



Jot^ 



726 



^50 



81 . 



1457- 



Food 



Regular 



•99 



i?;10Q 



57 



256'^ 



Summer 



257 



223 



63 



543 



Total* 



?56 



323 



79% 



Regular 



Reading 



1660 



1782 



^ 181 



- 3623 



Summer 



1049 



627 



c98 



TW:al* 



2709 



2409 



^279 



3357" 



Regular^ 



Transportation 



318 



'434 



^8" 



91D 



Siftraner 



541 



201 



172 



^ 914 



Total* 



859 



635 



330 



Regular 



Mathematics 



646 



35 



i^or 



Suiimie)r, 



613 



423 



"TTT9 



Jotal* 



1319* 



S4^ 



58 



2322 



Other' 



Other 
Instructional 



Regular 



31 



33 



Summer 



21 



23 



. 3 



47. 



Total* 



52 



23 



5.. 



80 



Reffular 



1824 



1 



'Igummer 



Tota 



10 



» RegulaT 



3282 



3297 



491 



7070 



Total 
Summer' 



2746 



1688 



385l 



4819 



We: --is^sgc^^^^^^^^ participated V bo.h^regular and s.^er sesslo^ activties «d i«,uld 



Total*" 



6,028 



4,^985 



876 



11.889>, 




8B 
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TABLE »2 3 

Number of Titl£ I Paid 
Staff by Activity Asst^menL- 



'"1 



*4 



4 



ip^yrs OF lyTEtes^ - - - 

As w)uld be expected, the greatest number of Title I paid staff weMrjNy* 
^eacher aides In public schools during regular session. ^ The '^s^concir ^ 
greatest numker were teachers of elem^tary students during the ^ 
regular session dn puDlic schools^ ' ^ .s ' • 



t 



Thf high WBber of non-professionals during, the summer session is' a 
result erf bus^dtivers and school food servtifes workers befcg included.. 







^ ^ ^ \ ■ ^ 
Pr e-Kind errgar t ert , 
^Kind er gar ten. 




IG 

^ ' 

8-1*2 


: * 

Ji^ndJ-cap^ed ^ 


Teacher 
, Aide 


Direction & 
Management * 


' Testltig 


Clerical 


Other 
^Kf^l^sional 


• Other Non- 
professional 


Tot^r * 




Regular 
7 — "^"^ 


< 509 




U7r 


» ^ 0. - 


1,952 




' 3 • 


147 , 


22 


^73 • 


4,547 


Supimer 


166 * 


l.JOO , 


35 


0 


.813. 


50 




•48. ' 






2,925 


TOXAL . 


675 




»182 


0 


^ 2,765 


195 

) ■ — • J < 


4 


195 


1^ 0 1^. 




17,4^. 


, IIprivate 


"tegular 

u — ^ 


8 , 


' "a ' •' — — 

65 


8 


0 • 


43 




' 0 


3 




' ' . 0 ' ; 


132 


Summer 




Sis 


0 


' — V- 




1 


0 


' 1 


0- 


< 

6 


^ 61 


TOTAL 




^ 96. 


* 8 




62 


5 


. 0 


4 


1 


6 


193- 



it* 



V 
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JABLE 24 • , 

Average Hours cJf Jitle I-Funded 
Inservice Training for Ail Personnel 
^•for Both' Ses^ 1,0ns 



POINTS QT INTEREST \ ^ ^ L_ 

Teachers ^averaged the highest 
number of training hours wi^h 
^O.and "Other" personnel- the 
.lowest with 27*'. ^ 

T)ie number of teachers receiving 
Title I funded inservice in- 
creased by 55 percent over -last ye&r, 
while the average number- 'of • 
hours increased from 49.5 to 
60.. ' ' ^ 



Thjs increase 'ia^mber of ^ 
- personnel receii^g Title I- * 
fXindi^f. training ocdrurs across, 
all^cae^gories of petsonnel,' 
with teachers showing the 
greatest perp^n'tage .fnci^ease: ^ 
Otfter thlan for teachers, how- 
ever, average, dumber of hours 
received, decreased , 



I 









\ 








* 








* / 


Category 


Number 


' ' Average Number 
of Training Hours 


•^Teachittg Personnel . 


3,222 


• . « 


* Teacher Aides . 4 . * 


, 2,4*2 ' .* 




Other Personnel ' 
t 7—* ^ — 


■' 219 0 


^ .|27- . 








' TOTAL * ' ' 


" 5;92.3 


55 


•i \ 
1 « 


— ^ f-r' 






V 




• . \ - 


9 


■ ■ \ \ 
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TABLE 25 

Number of Parent Advisory Meetings, 
^UKber of Members of Parent Advisory 
Councils* " ' 




' 'Br 



^ ^ POINTS OF INTEREST ' * / 

Three/fourtfls of all members of Pirreat Advisory Councils? in 
Georgia were'paren^ts of^itle I parti6ipants. 

Systems^hel^^f6ur Parent Ad^iapry Council meetings per year, 
on the aveiigfi, . < . . 



Number of Systems 
With Parent Advisory 
CouTvcil ^ ' -. 




'188 



1^ r. 



umber of 
Parents of Title I 

Pat tic ijpahts 
t / QQ CguncU^^. . 



2791 



Pert-en t o^ 
Total 




Number of* 



915 



8d 



RIC 
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Percent' of 



24,69 



J ■ 

, Total 



37a6 



» It 



.Total Number of 
Parent Advisory Council V 
^ Meetings * 



766 
"it 



Averag'fe- Number of 
Parent Advisoty Cpuncil 
hteetings Per System 



90 



- SUMMARY DATA ON STAFF/PARENT ADVISORY COUNCILg '> ' 

The largest number of personnel involved^ in Tdtle I were teacher **» 
aides, followed by teachers. ' ^< • ^ ' 

' ' ' ' -""-"V^ • ' ' ' . 

Reading was ' the category utiMitng^the greatest number of personnel. 

•The largest number of Title I-paid^ staff Wjere teacher aides, 
followed by tefthers of eljj^tary students during regular session In 
public sch6ol. . • , - ^ , * 

^ TeacheB^received more Title- I-f)aid inselrvioe, with an average^,of 
60 hours per teacher than aity other gr-oup of ' personnel^ ' TKis represents * 
ap increase over FY 1974, both in number of teachers receiving ineervige 



and the average riumber of hours received. 




Infiervl 




4 



0- 
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SUMMARY . • ' !..'"' ^ •> 

Pupil .Part'icip^ion * ^ 

Title *I programming emphasis in Georgia is increasingly oriented ^toward ' 
basic skills. Of the total "paVtici^ation units" ^ for instructional activities, 
99. 5' percent w^ere involved in preschool, reading an^d math'ematies a<:tj.vities. ^ 
All other acte^ivlties together rece?.ved only ,5 percent of the participation 
•total. - ' , ' ' 

T^o services, fobd and transportation, accounted fpr 95 perc^t oKthe 
total participation in serv^ees..' All other services together Wcounted 
for only five percent of the participation tptal, - . . 

Expenditures * ' « - ' \ 

Preschool activities acfcbiKited for 17.8 percent of Title* f expenditures, 
rejading, 60.7 percent and mathematics, 18.^9 percent' fcrr a total of 97.4 

• ■ percent. No otb^r activity or service received as much ^s two percent 'of 

' *■ - j • ■ '. ' .V' 

. the tot^M expenditures. * ' ' " * • ^ 

_ .Preschool arctivities receive the highest concentration of financial 

effort, with ^$8,160*^,319 spent-9n 12,215 participants, an average of $688 

^ ; ^ per^.partictp^ant. , • ... 

Achievement Information 

^ . • This year for- the first time LEAs were requested to submit objective 

/ " , • ^ ^ ' 

. . achievement information if " they collected it.' In addition^ -they were asked 
X to rate the success af their project as;they perceived it, on a four-point 

J scalje ranging ft^m unsuccessful to very successful. 

t ' • • ' . 

Pa#tici|&trioa unlti' A distinction shoflld be made^between th^number of indiv- 
, idual 8tudents-who participated in any Title I activity and the total number of 
^ , participants in jail activities. The total jiumber of participants from all 
sepaVate 'activities is a duplicated total;- i.e., it contains individuals who 
have been counted eacli time they were involved in a separate activity. Thisv 
^'^"plicated total is best viewed ^as a *'participat ion un^t" ccnint.^ 

•'ERIC ' . ; . I . 93 • ■ 



"These two kinds of evaluation information reveal ' thajt In the ar* of * 
preschool, 84,7 perclent of the students both pre and post tested met or 
exceeded the objective, and 95,3 percent ,of Preschool projects were consider 
Successful or very, successful- by LEAs. In the area^oj^ reading, 53,2 percent 
of the students met or exee'ede4 the objective,, and ^4 •?^per^€nt of reading 
projects were considered successful qr very successful. In the area of 
mathematics, 65.4 percent of tRose students pre and post tested met or. 
exceeded the objective, and 85.8 percent jOf mathematics projects wei^e 
considered successful or very successful by LEAd* Xhis shows a correl-^ition 
between perceived success and actual success in terms of student aahie^Qement 
* in these areas, ' ' . 

In terms of objective type, two topped the list as.most successful, 
the 'involvement, interest" objective type, 'and the objective type concerned 

with "reducing discipline problems. " The objective type j^xdged to-be least. 

' ' •« - * 

successful was the one -concerned witb\"improvlng mental health." , 

Unfortunately, a report of this nature cannot deal in depjth wit;h the 

multitude of ^ef f ective, innovative programming efforts thkt 'He b'ehind the 

basic statistics, LEAs in Georgia continue to^gain ability "tp maliage'and 

operate effective programs ^s well as the desire and ability to implement 

• " * . / • - 

more sophisticated and individualized program- and fevaliiation approaches. 

This means that Title I^fcpgrams will continue to hav.e increased impact on 

|||he educational growth of disadvantaged children in Georgia, ' 



.REfiailME;j^DATIQNS, . * - ' • ' • 

In order to allow local systems maximum flexibility, the "G^rgia Depart- 

' • * * "^1^ — ^ ' 

ment o*f Educi'atibn has not set forth 'standard evaluatj^on inethods^and procea P 

di^res tof loUal systems to follow. Instead, iojcal systems have b«n encour- ' 

••-* ?•<• 

aged to use and report evaluat-ion efforts appropriate to^ the# individual 
prograk^^erations. ^Through the years, iScal systems in general have gained, 
expertise and become more sophistftcated in the evaluation methods they en^loy.i 
Nevertheless, some *broad recommendations for improving evaluation of^itle I*^ 
in Georgia can be nfid^ ^ > * 




Title I' progi^aili'in Georgia should^ be -continued , LEAs se^ th< 
benefiting f;:bm Title I activities Of all activities/services,* 89. 9'^rcent 
were considered either "successful" "or **very successful.". in-t«rms of student* ' 
achievement, 59.3 percen^of 'the students both pre and post tested met or excieded 
the objectives set for them. < ^„ 



?• The concentration ori ithe i'mprovethept 'of tr^Mc skfJ,r#>fior stude^j^A; ghpuld be :.^wi; 
continued . Durina 1974-1975, 98.9- percent of aA instructional actiyi^ies ^"'.^ 
were Jn, the basic |^lls area; This represents" a highe^ P^rcet*d|^ df^W ^ 
tot^l number df a<jtivities/s^rvices in 1974^1975 than in,.tHe preyidus Vear. 



Achievement information reveals that^*59.2 percent; of students both pre and post 
tes^ted in the areas' of presohool', ^reading and mathematics met or exceeded the* 
ol^ctiv^. While this indicates that successful' programs ^ these ai;eas were 
conducte^, local systems should strive to fiaVe even higher ipercentajes. of 
students achieving* objectivesy and should consider twS*'fa^j?Pk in an effptt 
to achieve this. \' , ^^ \ 



A. The way tn.vhtch the program is conducted . If students do not meet 



the objectives set *!for tihem, ,it couXd- be that the program is at fault 

' and should Be .modified and improved. » . ' .. 

* • ' * 

B. The degree!" of achievement stated in the <fcjectiv€F . If too few 

students meet .4n obJective,-Nfc4 arty be,, ^hat the, objecti^te is set too 

high to be realistic, thus predetermining fa4:lure. 

•3. LEAs should strive^ for lAore formal, more formative evaluation efforts . 
This is -particularly applicable in the basic jjFi'lls areas. The 'evaluation 
design should be determined at the time the objectives, are selected in order 
^o evaluate effectively for the achievemept of these objectives. The design 
should provide for 'continuous dn-going evaluation throughout the project. s ' 

" • . i ' ■* . 

At the outset of the project,*^»=formJal evaluation procedures should be outlined 
• \ . ' • , . « , 

in detail and these procedures followed during the course of the project. If 
at any^ point in the operationiof the project, Evaluation shows that the project 
is not being succes^ul, or that t|;/'e project has already succeeded •ia meeting 
the objective, the objectives should be carefully analyzed and new, more appipo- 
priate objectives acidptpd for.'the remainder 6f the pro j^ct^ term. 

While LEAs have improvera greatly in skill in stating objectives that are 
specific and measurable, there- i4 still room. for improvement in this area. 

■ - ' • ' . 7 

When planning a i>roject and stafting objectives for a new y^fear, ^EAs 
^ should use the evaluation information from previous years as a guide. This t 

. ••/, ^ . • 

will enable them to make modifications in the. program 6a^ied oh factual infor- I 
mation rather than subjective judgment, atid to state, 'ol^jeJ^ives that are more ' 
^ realistic in' terms ofSp^st experience, » ► • ' 

4. There should be An increase in the amount of technical assistance • in the 

7^ ^"^"""n T ' — ? 

t * - 

area of evaluation provided LEAs> Even thol^gh LEAs* have made great improveiSent 
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in designing and implementing evaluation of their programs, most can benefit * 
from assistance in. jrhis area\ Cuirrejitly,* T^tle 'l-funded Georgia Department 
of Education personnel in the evalu^tlton area are too few in number to provide 'the 
needed assistance. Pcfssible solutions to this problem ar^ to add more' staff, ' 
^ or^reali|n current staff assd^ment^ in order to provide this -much needed 
service to LEAs, . • ' 

5* Compensatory aid to education should be continued on the basis of three- 

year-funding segments^ rather than the present one-year segment . This would ^ 
J'' ^ ' t 
g;Lve LEA^ the chance to make Title I activities an integral, Substantive 

part of tl^eir program. Evaluation of such thrfee-year periods of effort l 

.would be' more -meaningful in defeerminirig whfether Title I-financed experien^s 

really made .a difference in the dis^dvanCiiged^ child^s educational* progresl. 
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' APPENDIX 
COUNTY SYSTEMS 



System Code 



ystem Name 





601 


• 


• . 6Q2 








604 




; 605 




606 




607 




,608 




*609 


\ 


610 


\ 

\ 


' -611 


\ 


• 

612 




613 


> 


V 614 




\ 6l5^ 




\616* 




^17. 




eie / 




619 




620 ^ 




621 




, 62f2 




623 


« 


624 




625 








627 




628 




'629 




• 630 




631 




632 ^ 




633 




634 • 


99 


635 . 


636 • 


• 


637" 



Appling 
X Atkinson 

Bacon ' 

Baker 

Baldwin 

Banks 
. Barrpw 

Bartow 

Ben Hill 

Berrien 

Bib]3^. 

feleckley^ 

Iprahtley 

Brooks 
. Bryeui 

Bulloch 

Burke 
\ Butts 
\ Cafhoun 

\caiiKien * 

Randier 
• (iarroll 

O^toosa 

C^iarlton 

Chathain 

Chattah^chee 

Chatto<^a 

Cherokee ^ 

Clarke \\ 

Clay \\ 

Clayton \ . 

Clinch i 

Cobb y , 

Coff6e ^- ' 

CQlquitt* ^ 

Columbia \ 

ebok 



gystem Code 



638 
639 
640 
641 
642 
643 
644 
645 
646 
647 
648 
649 
650 
651 
652 
653 
6^4 
655 
656 
657 

'658 
659 
660 
661 
662 
663 
664 
665 
666 

■ 667 
6^8 

'669 
670 
671 
672 
673 
674 



System N^me 

• , Coweta 

Crawford 

Crisp 

Dade 

dawson 

Decatur 

DeKalb 

Dodge 
^^^Dooly 

Dougherty 

Douglas 

EMly 

Echols 

Effingham 

Elbert 

Emanuel 

Evans 

Fannin 

Fayette 

Floyfl 
* Forsyth 

Franklin 

Fulton 
^ilmer 

Glascock ' 
^ Glynn 

Gordon 

Gradfy 

Greene 

Gwinnettr ^ 
« Habersham 

H^ll 

IJancock 

Haralson 

Harris 
* HMtt 
'Heard 



7 f 



System Code" 


System Name 


"675 


\ Henry 


676 


Houston 


' 677. 


Irwin 


678 ■ 


Jackson 


679 


• ^Jasper 


• 680 y 


Jeff Davis 


681 


/ Jefferson 


682 


I Jenkins 


683 


Johnson 


684 


.Jones 


• ' 685 ^ 


Lamar 


686 


Limier ^ 


687 . , 


Laurens 


688 


Le^ 


689 . 


Liberty 


690 


^ Lindoln 


691 


Long 


692 


Lowndes 


' 693 


Lumpkin 


694 


Macon 


^95 


Madison 


' ^196 . 


Msurion 


-697 . ^ 


Mcpuff ie 


698, V 


^ Mcintosh 


699 


Meriwether 


700, 


Miller 


/7di • ^ 


Mitchell' 


' 7'02 


Monroe^ 


703^ - 


Montgdillery 


•704 - 


Morgan 


.705 • 


Murray 


706 . . 


Muscogee 


.707 . ' 


Newton 


• 708 ' • 


, Oconee 


'709 . ^ 


^Oqlethorpe 


71tf 


Paulding 


7JL1 


Peach 



Systejn Code 

712 
' 713 
• 714 
715 

71i 
7 

. 718 
719 
720 
721 
722 
723 
. 724 
725 
726 
727 
'■ 728 
729 
730 
731 
732 
733 
734 
735 



COUNTS SYSf EMS 



"System Neune 

PickeUs 
.Pierce 
'^Pike 
•Polk 
Pulaski 
Putnam 
Quitman 
Rabun 
Raaidolph 
Richmond 
.Rockdale 
Schley 
Screven- 
Seminole 
*Spa;Lding 
Stephens 
Stewart 
' Sumter 
Talbot 
Taliaferro 
Tattnall 

Telfair 
Terrell 
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CITY SYSTEMS' 



r 

J 



System Code- 


System Name 


• 736 


Thanas 


737 


Tift 


738 


Toanbs 


739 


Towns 


740 ^ 


Treu^lep 


741 * 


froup. 


742 


' Turner 


743 


Twiggs 


744 


Union* 


745 


Upsdn 


.746 


Walker 


. 7.47 


" Walton 


748 


Ware 


749 


Warren 


750 


Washington 


751 


Wayne 


752 


Webster « 


753 • 


Wheeler 


:754 


White 


755 


Whitfield ^ 


, 756 » 


Wilcox 


757 ^ 


Wilkes 


758 ^ 


Wilkinsorf 


^^''^-^ 


Worth ' 



System Code 

760 
761 
763 

764 . 

• 765 
766 
767 
769 

. 770 
771/ 
7^ ' 
* 773 
774 

• 775 
776 
778 
779 
780 
781 
784 
785 

' 786 
788 
789 
791 
' 792 



System Name 

Americas 

AtlWa 

Bremen . 

Buford 
\ Caclhoun 

Carrollton 

Carter svilie 

Chickamauga 

Cochran 
• Ccrfmerce 
' Dalton * 

Decatiir 

Dublin 

Fitzgefald 

Gainesville ^ 

Hogsyisville 
' Jefferson 

LaGraxige 
t Marietta ^ 

Pelham 

Rome 

Social, Circle 

Thomaston 

Thonasvllle 

Trion 

V^aldosta 

Vldalia 



o 

00 



